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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-11 and 15-26 are presented for examination. Applicant filed a Request 
for Continued Examination (RCE) on 06/09/2008 amending claims 1-2, 17-18, 
and 22. After careful consideration, examiner finds applicant's arguments 
directed to claims 1-11 and 15-21 to be non-persuasive, and examiner maintains 
the rejection of claims 1-11 and 15-21. Examiner finds applicant's arguments 
directed to claims 22-26 persuasive, and withdraws the ground of rejection of 
claims 22-26. However, new grounds of rejection are established in the instant 
Office action for claims 22-26. 

Response to Arguments 

2. As to claims 17-21, applicant argues that the various section that examiner 
recited from Del Ray (7,103,556 B2), are not inter-related. More specifically, 
applicant argues that "the cited references fail to disclose defining an event 
associated with one treadable object, detecting an event, and then displaying an 
annotation associated with the event in relation to a price level of a display 
associated with another treadable object." Examiner disagrees. Del Ray 
specifically discloses "defining an event associated with one tradable object" in 
col. 3, lines 30-32; where "alerts and/or other forms of notification may be applied 
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to various client defined triggering events." Further, Del Ray discloses "detecting 
an event" in col. 9, lines 47-51; where "various watchlist options may include the 
ability to set price alerts for an individual entry in the portfolio watchlist, the ability 
to write notes containing personal information regarding an individual security." 
Del Ray also discloses "displaying an annotation associated with the event in 
relation to a price level of a display associated with another treadable object" in 
col. 9, lines 52-56; where "a stock symbol may display a predetermined color or 
symbol if the asset has increased in value for a time period, or a different color or 
symbol if the asset value has decreased in value for the time period." Therefore, 
Del Ray discloses defining an event associated with one treadable object, 
detecting an event, and then displaying an annotation associated with the event 
in relation to a price level of a display associated with another treadable object. 
As a result of this, independent claims 17 and 18 are unpatentable over Ram 
(2003/0004853 A1) in view of Silverman (6,625,583 B1), and further in view of 
Del Ray. Also, dependent claims 19-21 depending from independent claim 17 
are unpatentable over Ram in view of Silverman, and further in view of Del Ray. 



3. As to claims 22-26, applicant argues that the various section that examiner 
recited from Del Ray (7,103,556), are non-correlated. More specifically, applicant 
argues that "there is no disclosure in Del Rey of flagging a price level, and then 
receiving an annotation and linking it to the flagged price level." Examiner 
disagrees that there is no disclosure in Del Ray of "flagging a price level" or 
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"receiving an annotation." Del Rey specifically discloses "flagging a price level" 
and "receiving an annotation" in col. 9, lines 47-49; where "various watchlist 
options may include the ability to set price alerts for an individual entry in the 
portfolio watchlist, the ability to write notes containing personal information 
regarding an individual security." As applicant has argued, Del Ray does not 
specifically disclose "linking it [annotation] to the flagged price level." Therefore, 
examiner withdraws the ground of rejection of claims 22-26. However, Wright 
(2002/0091679 A1) specifically discloses in page 2, U 35, that "flags could also 
be used, for example, denote cases that have user annotations." Therefore, Del 
Ray discloses flagging a price level, and receiving an annotation, and Wright 
discloses and linking annotation to the flagged price level. As a result of this, 
independent claim 22 is unpatentable over Ram in view of Silverman, further in 
view of Del Ray, and further in view of Wright. Also, dependent claims 23-26 
depending from independent claim 22 are unpatentable over Ram in view of 
Silverman, further in view of Del Ray, and further in view of Wright. 



4. As to claims 1-11 and 15-16, applicant argues that the section that examiner 
recited from Wright does not disclose "flagging a price level to be used in relation 
to an annotation and linking the annotation to the flagged price level when user 
data for the annotation is received." Examiner disagrees. Wright specifically 
discloses in page 2, U 35, that "flags could also be used, for example, denote 
cases that have user annotations." While Del Ray discloses "flagging a price 
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level" in col. 9, lines 47-49, the recited section of Wright links flagging and 
annotation together. Therefore, Del Ray discloses flagging a price level, and 
Wright discloses linking annotation to the flagged price level. As a result of this, 
independent claim 1 is unpatentable over Ram in view of Silverman, further in 
view of Del Ray, and further in view of Wright. Also, dependent claims 2-1 1 and 
15-16 depending from independent claim 1 are unpatentable over Ram in view of 
Silverman, further in view of Del Ray, and further in view of Wright. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. § 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. Claim 22 recites the limitation "the 
client terminal." There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the 
claim. Also, it is not clear whether the claim is directed to a system or a client 
terminal. Examiner will consider claim 22 to be directed to a system for the 
purpose of the further examination of the application. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

7. 35 U.S.C. § 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

8. Claims 2, 18, and 22, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 2 and 18 are directed to computer readable medium. However, it is not 
clear what instructions are recited in the preamble of the claim, i.e., instructions 
could be software. Software has no structure, i.e., software alone is per se non- 
statutory subject matter. Examiner will consider claims 2 and 18 to recite 
"computer executable instructions" for the purpose of the further examination of 
the application. 

Claim 22 is directed to a system. However, there is no hardware in the body of 
the claim, but only software. Software has no structure, i.e., software alone is per 
se non-statutory subject matter. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in § 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 
prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



10. Claims 17-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ram (2003/0004853 A1 ) in view of Silverman (6,625,583 B1 ), and further in view 
of Del Rey (7,103,556 B2). 



As to claims 17 and 18, Ram shows receiving market data from an electronic 
exchange comprising a best bid price and a best ask price currently available for 
a first tradeable object (Ram: page 1, U 13; and Fig. 3); displaying a market 
information display region comprising a plurality of locations arranged along a 
price axis such that each location corresponds to a price level of the first 
tradeable object (Ram: Fig. 10, label 102) being traded on the electronic 
exchange, wherein the market information display region displays the market 
data (Ram: page 2, ^ 27); monitoring market data associated with the second 
tradeable object (Ram: page 1 1 , U 207). 
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Ram does not show displaying the annotation in relation to the at least one 
location corresponding to the at least one price level along the price axis in the 
market information display region associated with the first tradeable object. 
Silverman shows displaying the annotation in relation to the at least one location 
corresponding to the at least one price level along the price axis in the market 
information display region associated with the first tradeable object (Silverman: 
Fig. 5A). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have modified the method and the computer readable medium 
of Ram by displaying the annotation in relation to at least one location 
corresponding to at least one price level along the price axis in the market 
information display region associated with the first tradeable object of Silverman 
in order to easily maintain a clear audit trail (Silverman: col. 1 , lines 55-56). 
Ram in view of Silverman does not show defining an event associated with a 
second tradeable object to trigger creation of an annotation to be displayed in 
relation to at least one location corresponding to at lest one price level 
associated with the first tradeable object; detecting the event associated with the 
second tradeable object based on the market data associated with the second 
tradeable object; and displaying an annotation associated with the event. Del 
Rey shows defining an event associated with a second tradeable object to trigger 
creation of an annotation to be displayed in relation to at least one location 
corresponding to at lest one price level associated with the first tradeable object 
(Del Rey: col. 3, lines 30-32); detecting the event associated with the second 
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tradeable object based on the market data associated with the second tradeable 
object (Del Rey: col. 9, lines 47-51); and displaying an annotation associated with 
the event (Del Rey: col. 9, lines 52-56). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified the method 
and the computer readable medium of Ram in view of Silverman by defining an 
event associated with a second tradeable object to trigger creation of an 
annotation to be displayed in relation to at least one location corresponding to at 
lest one price level associated with the first tradeable object; detecting the event 
associated with the second tradeable object based on the market data 
associated with the second tradeable object; and displaying an annotation 
associated with the event of Del Rey in order to provide more powerful support 
platform (Del Rey: page 1 , line 35). 

As to claim 19, Ram in view of Silverman, and further in view of Del Rey, shows 
all the elements of claim 17. Ram in view of Del Rey does not show that the 
annotation is displayed in relation to at least one user configurable price level. 
Silverman shows that the annotation is displayed in relation to at least one user 
configurable price level (Silverman: Fig. 5A; col. 6, lines 40-42). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have 
modified the method of Ram in view of Del Rey by displaying an annotation in 
relation to at least one user configurable price level of Silverman in order to 
easily maintain a clear audit trail (Silverman: col. 1, lines 55-56). 
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As to claim 20, Ram in view of Silverman, and further in view of Del Rey, shows 
all the elements of claim 17. Ram also shows that the plurality of locations 
corresponds to at least a portion of a static axis of prices (Ram: Fig. 10, label 
102). 



As to claim 21 , Ram in view of Silverman, and further in view of Del Rey, shows 
all the elements of claim 17. Ram also shows that the event comprises a market 
event (Ram: page 2, U 25 and U 27). 



11. Claims 1-11, 15-16, and 22-26, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ram in view of Silverman, further in view of Del Rey, and 
further in view of Wright (2002/0091 679 A1 ). 



As to claims 1 and 2, Ram shows receiving market data from an electronic 
exchange comprising a best bid price and a best ask price currently available for 
a tradeable object (Ram: page 1, 13; and Fig. 3); and displaying a market 
information display region comprising a plurality of locations arranged along a 
price axis such that each location corresponds to a price level of a first tradeable 
object (Ram: Fig. 10, label 102) being traded on at least one electronic exchange 
(Ram: page 2, ]j 27), wherein the market information display region displays the 
market data (Ram: Fig. 10). 
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Ram does not show providing a graphical interface to be used to record user 
defined annotations relative to the plurality of locations displayed via the market 
information display region; and displaying the first annotation in relation to at 
least one location along the price axis in the market information display region. 
Silverman shows providing a graphical interface to be used to record user 
defined annotations relative to the plurality of locations displayed via the market 
information display region (Silverman: Fig. 5A); and displaying the first annotation 
in relation to at least one location along the price axis in the market information 
display region (Silverman: Fig. 5A). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified the method 
and the computer readable medium of Ram by providing a graphical interface to 
be used to record user defined annotations relative to the plurality of locations 
displayed via the market information display region; and displaying the first 
annotation in relation to at least one location along the price axis in the market 
information display region of Silverman in order to easily maintain a clear audit 
trail (Silverman: col. 1, lines 55-56). 

Ram in view of Silverman does not show receiving a command from a user input 
device to flag at least one price level; and receiving user data via the graphical 
interface, the user data for entry into the first annotation to record an occurrence 
of an event. Del Rey shows receiving a command from a user input device to flag 
at least one price level (Del Rey: col. 8, lines 9-12; and col. 9, lines 47-49); and 
receiving user data via the graphical interface (Del Rey: col. 10, lines 17-19), the 
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user data for entry into the first annotation to record an occurrence of an event 
(Del Rey: col. 9, lines 49-51). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to have modified the method and the 
computer readable medium of Ram in view of Silverman by receiving a command 
from a user input device to flag at least one price level; and receiving user data 
via the graphical interface, the user data for entry into the first annotation to 
record an occurrence of an event of Del Rey in order to provide more powerful 
support platform (Del Rey: page 1 , line 35). 

Ram in view of Silverman, and further in view of Del Rey, does not show flagging 
at least one price level to be used in relation to a first annotation; linking the first 
annotation to the at least one flagged price level; and the first annotation 
corresponding to the at least one flagged price level. Wright shows flagging at 
least one price level to be used in relation to a first annotation (Wright: page 2, If 
35); linking the first annotation to the at least one flagged price level (Wright: 
page 2, If 35); and the first annotation in corresponding to the at least one 
flagged price level (Wright: page 2, If 35). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified the method 
and the computer readable medium of Ram in view of Silverman, and further in 
view of Del Rey, by flagging at least one price level to be used in relation to a first 
annotation; linking the first annotation to the at least one flagged price level; and 
the first annotation corresponding to the at least one flagged price level of Wright 
in order to allow the user to effectively and quickly search through large 
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quantities of data and pick out only the items of interest to the task at hand 
(Wright: page 1 , U 6). 

As to claim 3, Ram in view of Silverman, further in view of Del Rey, and further in 
view of Wright, shows all the elements of claim 1 . Ram also shows that the event 
is associated with the first tradeable object (Ram: Fig. 3, labels 200 and 305; and 
page 2, H 18). 

As to claim 4, Ram in view of Silverman, further in view of Del Rey, and further in 
view of Wright, shows all the elements of claim 1 . Ram also shows that the 
plurality of locations corresponds to a plurality of prices along at least a portion of 
a static axis of prices (Ram: Fig. 10, label 102). 

As to claim 5, Ram in view of Silverman, further in view of Del Rey, and further in 
view of Wright, shows all the elements of claim 1 . Ram also shows that the event 
comprises a market event (Ram: page 2, U 25 and U 27). 

As to claim 6, Ram in view of Silverman, further in view of Del Rey, and further in 
view of Wright, shows all the elements of claim 1 . Ram also shows that the 
market event is associated with historical data (Ram: page 3, U 56). 
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As to claim 7, Ram in view of Silverman, further in view of Del Rey, and further in 
view of Wright, shows all the elements of claim 1. Ram also shows detecting an 
occurrence of the event associated with a second price level (Ram: page 2, If 
25); and dynamically updating a location to a second location associated with the 
second price level (Ram: page 2, 25). Ram in view of Del Rey, and further in 
view of Wright, does not show an annotation associated with a second price 
level, and a location of the first annotation. Silverman shows an annotation 
associated with a second price level and a location of the first annotation 
(Silverman: Fig. 5A, labels 501 and 507, where the annotation is associated with 
any one in sequence of the price levels). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified the method of 
Ram in view of Del Rey, and further in view of Wright, by associating an 
annotation with a second price level, and a location of the first annotation of 
Silverman in order to easily maintain a clear audit trail (Silverman: col. 1, lines 
55-56). 

As to claim 8, Ram in view of Silverman, further in view of Del Rey, and further in 
view of Wright, shows all the elements of claim 1. Ram also shows detecting an 
occurrence of the event associated with a second price level (Ram: page 2, If 
25). Ram in view of Del Rey, and further in view of Wright, does not show 
displaying a second annotation in relation to a location corresponding to the 
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second price level. Silverman shows displaying a second annotation in relation to 
a location corresponding to the second price level (Silverman: see Fig. 5A, labels 
501 and 507)). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have modified the method of Ram in view of Del Rey, and 
further in view of Wright, by displaying a second annotation in relation to a 
location corresponding to the second price level of Silverman in order to easily 
maintain a clear audit trail (Silverman: col. 1, lines 55-56). 

As to claim 9, Ram in view of Silverman, further in view of Del Rey, and further in 
view of Wright, shows all the elements of claim 1. Ram in view of Del Rey, and 
further in view of Wright, does not show that the annotation indicator comprises a 
graphical indicator. Silverman shows that the annotation indicator comprises a 
graphical indicator (Silverman: Fig. 5A). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified the method of 
Ram in view of Del Rey, and further in view of Wright, by the annotation indicator 
comprising a graphical indicator of Silverman in order to easily maintain a clear 
audit trail (Silverman: col. 1, lines 55-56). 

As to claim 10, Ram in view of Silverman, further in view of Del Rey, and further 
in view of Wright, shows all the elements of claim 9. Ram in view of Del Rey, and 
further in view of Wright, does not show that the graphical indicator further 
comprises a text message corresponding to the event. Silverman shows that the 
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graphical indicator further comprises a text message corresponding to the event 
(Silverman: see Fig. 5A, label 507). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified the method of 
Ram in view of Del Rey, and further in view of Wright, by the graphical indicator 
further comprising a text message corresponding to the event of Silverman in 
order to easily maintain a clear audit trail (Silverman: col. 1 , lines 55-56). 

As to claim 1 1 , Ram in view of Silverman, further in view of Del Rey, and further 
in view of Wright, shows all the elements of claim 1. Ram in view of Silverman, 
and further in view of Wright, does not show that flagging at least one price level 
comprises selecting the at least one location corresponding to the at least one 
price level. Del Rey shows that flagging at least one price level comprises 
selecting the at least one location corresponding to the at least one price level 
(Del Rey: col. 8, lines 9-17). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to have modified the method of Ram in view of 
Silverman, and further in view of Wright, by flagging at least one price level 
comprising selecting the at least one location corresponding to the at least one 
price level of Del Rey in order to provide more powerful support platform (Del 
Rey: page 1, line 35). 
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As to claim 15, Ram in view of Silverman, further in view of Del Rey, and further 
in view of Wright, shows all the elements of claim 1 . Ram also shows defining an 
event associated with a second tradeable object (Ram: page 2, If 25; and page 
11, If 205); monitoring market data related to the second tradeable object (Ram: 
page 1 1 , If 207); detecting the event associated with the second tradeable object 
(Ram: page 11, If 207); and displaying at least one location corresponding to at 
least one price level on the market information display region associated with the 
first tradeable object (Ram: page 2, 1f 17). Ram in view of Del Rey, and further in 
view of Wright, does not show displaying an annotation created for the event 
associated with the second tradeable object. Silverman shows displaying an 
annotation created for the event associated with the tradeable object (Silverman: 
Fig. 5A, label 507). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to have modified the method of Ram in view of Del 
Rey, and further in view of Wright, by displaying an annotation created for the 
event associated with the tradeable object of Silverman in order to easily 
maintain a clear audit trail (Silverman: col. 1, lines 55-56). 

As to claim 16, Ram in view of Silverman, further in view of Del Rey, and further 
in view of Wright, shows all the elements of claim 15. Ram in view of Del Rey, 
and further in view of Wright, does not show that the at least one price level 
corresponding to the second annotation comprises at least one user configurable 
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price level. Silverman shows that the at least one price level corresponding to the 
second annotation comprises at least one user configurable price level 
(Silverman: Fig. 5A; and col. 6, lines 40-42). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified the method 
of Ram in view of Del Rey, and further in view of Wright, by displaying an 
annotation in relation to the at least one price level corresponding to the second 
annotation comprising at least one user configurable price level of Silverman in 
order to easily maintain a clear audit trail (Silverman: col. 1 , lines 55-56). 

As to claim 22, Ram shows a trading application for displaying a trading screen 
interface comprising a market information display region with a plurality of 
locations arranged along a price axis such that each location corresponds to a 
price level of a first tradeable object (Ram: Fig. 10, label 102) being traded on at 
least one electronic exchange (Ram: page 2, 27), wherein the trading screen 
interface displays market data corresponding to a first tradeable object (Ram: 
Fig. 10). 

Ram does not show displaying the annotation in relation to at least one location 
along the price axis on the market information display region. Silverman shows 
displaying the annotation in relation to at least one location along the price axis 
on the market information display region (Silverman: Fig. 5A). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have 
modified the system of Ram by displaying the annotation in relation to at least 
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one location along the price axis on the market information display region of 
Silverman in order to easily maintain a clear audit trail (Silverman: col. 1, lines 
55-56). 

Ram in view of Silverman does not show an annotation application for receiving 
an input from a user input device to flag at least one price level; for receiving user 
data for entry into the annotation; and further for displaying the annotation 
associated with the at least one flagged price level. Del Rey shows an annotation 
application for receiving an input from a user input device to flag at least one 
price level (Del Rey: col. 8, lines 9-17); for receiving user data for entry into the 
annotation (Del Rey: col. 9, lines 47-51) and for linking the annotation to the at 
least one price level (Del Rey: col. 9, lines 47-51); and further for displaying the 
annotation associated with the at least one flagged price level (Del Rey: col. 9, 
lines 56-60). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have modified the system of Ram in view of Silverman by 
an annotation application for receiving an input from a user input device to flag at 
least one price level; for receiving user data for entry into the annotation; and 
further for displaying the annotation associated with the at least one flagged price 
level of Del Rey in order to provide more powerful support platform (Del Rey: 
page 1, line 35). 

Ram in view of Silverman, and further in view of Del Rey, does not show flagging 
at least one price level to be associated with an annotation; and linking the 
annotation to the at least one price level. Wright shows flagging at least one price 
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level to be associated with an annotation (Wright: page 2, ^ 35); and linking the 
annotation to the at least one price level (Wright: page 2, If 35). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have 
modified the method and the computer readable medium of Ram in view of 
Silverman, and further in view of Del Rey, by flagging at least one price level to 
be associated with an annotation; and linking the annotation to the at least one 
price level of Wright in order to allow the user to effectively and quickly search 
through large quantities of data and pick out only the items of interest to the task 
at hand (Wright: page 1 , If 6). 

As to claim 23, Ram in view of Silverman, further in view of Del Rey, and further 
in view of Wright, shows all the elements of claim 22. Ram also shows that the 
plurality of locations corresponds to a plurality of prices being along at least a 
portion of a static axis of prices (Ram: Fig. 10, label 102). 

As to claim 24, Ram in view of Silverman, further in view of Del Rey, and further 
in view of Wright, shows all the elements of claim 22. Ram in view of Del Rey 
does not show that the annotation comprises a user generated annotation. 
Silverman shows that the annotation comprises a user generated annotation 
(Silverman: Fig. 5A, label 507; and col. 2, lines 4-9). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified the 
system of Ram in view of Del Rey by annotation comprising a user generated 
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annotation of Silverman in order to easily maintain a clear audit trail (Silverman: 
col. 1, lines 55-56). 



As to claim 25, Ram in view of Silverman, further in view of Del Rey, and further 
in view of Wright, shows all the elements of claim 22. Ram in view of Del Rey 
does not show that the annotation comprises a dynamic annotation that is 
automatically generated upon detecting a predetermined event associated with a 
second tradeable object. Silverman shows that the annotation comprises a 
dynamic annotation that is automatically generated upon detecting a 
predetermined event associated with a second tradeable object (Silverman: Fig. 
4, label 422; Fig. 8, label 804; and col. 5, lines 58-60). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have 
modified the system of Ram in view of Del Rey by the annotation comprising a 
dynamic annotation that is automatically generated upon detecting a 
predetermined event associated with a second tradeable object of Silverman in 
order to easily maintain a clear audit trail (Silverman: col. 1 , lines 55-56). 



As to claim 26, Ram in view of Silverman, further in view of Del Rey, and further 
in view of Wright, shows all the elements of claim 25. Ram in view of Silverman 
does not show that the at least one price level to be flagged for the dynamic 
annotation is user configurable. Del Rey shows that the at least one price level to 
be flagged for the dynamic annotation is user configurable (Del Rey: col. 9, lines 
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47-51 ). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to have modified the system of Ram in view of Silverman by the at 
least one price level to be flagged for the dynamic annotation being user 
configurable of Del Rey in order to provide more powerful support platform (Del 
Rey: page 1, line 35). 

Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Bates (7,236,946 B2) discloses operation of control system for ensuring 
availability of purchasable items in networked machines. 

Fine (5,241,657) discloses information display systems. 

Kam (2001/0042037 A1) discloses internet-based system for identification, 
measurement and ranking of investment portfolio management, and operation of 
a fund supermarket, including "best investor" managed funds. 

Tami (2004/0059634 A1) discloses computerized system for retail environment. 
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13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to VIRPI H. KANERVO whose telephone number is 
(571)272-9818. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, 
8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m., EST. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Alexander G. Kalinowski can be 
reached on (571) 272-6771. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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14. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. 

Virpi H. Kanervo 

/Alexander Kalinowski/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3691 



